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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee 


the Tollow 


REPORT 
I. R. 3142 


The Committee on the iclary, to which 
H. R. 3142) to authorize the settlement by the 
the payment of certain of the claims filed und 
by persons of Japanese ancestry evacuated 
hav lie considered the same, reports favorably 


ment, and recommends that the bill do pass 


PURPOSI 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to amend the act of July 2 
a 


1948 (62 Stat. 1231), commonty known as the Evacuation Claims A 


SO as to provide duthorityv for the Attorney General to effect compro- 
mise settlement, not to exceed $2,500 in amount, of certain claims 


which have been filed against the Government pursuant to said Act. 
STATEMENT 


The Evacuation Claims Act was enacted by the Kiehtieth ( 
to authorize the Attorney General to determine according 
claim by persons of Japanese ancestry against the United States 
losses arising out of their forced evacuation from the west 
Alaska, or Hawati during World War Il. In accordance wi 
provisions of that act 24,684 claims were filed against the Govern 
totaline in excess of $130,000,000 Of the total number of 
filed, 1.449 were found Lo be duplicate claims Gi: 2. by husband ana 


‘wes 4 


wife for the same community property losses), and 290 claims stated 
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noamounts. The accompanying table shows a breakdown by amount 
of the remaining 22,945 claims: 
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the time the Evacuation Claims Act was reported to the House 
of Representatives it was estimated that the total amount of the 
laums to be filed thereunder would approximate SLO.0O00.000 (see 


Ht. Rept. 732, 80th Cong., 2d sess. (1948)). As shown by the table 
above, the aggregate amount of the claims filed totaled over 13 times 
that figure. Although no estimates were made as to the number of 
claims expected to be filed under the act, it seems plain that the 


number of claims actus ally submitted he is vastly exceeded all expecta- 
tions. It is also obvious that the Congress passed the Evacuation 
Claims Act with cognizance of the just necessity for making redress 
in some measure for the losses inflicted upon a racial group, subse- 
quently proved loyal to this Government almost without exception, 
by a summary evacuation from their homes and places of business 
That evacuation was dictated by seeming military necessity, and 
therefore was icoked with great haste which prech ided proper safe- 
iarding or 1 — le disposition of the property left behind by the 


persons subject to the evacuation order. 
It is eq ally enn nt from the legislative history of the Evacuation 
Claims Act that it was the intent of the Congress that the claims 
thorized to be filed thereunder should be speedily processed, 


although the act provided that the Attorney General should adjudicate 
the claims by award or order of dismissal upon written findings of 


t and reasons for the decision. This mandate in the act imposes 

non th Attorney General the requirement ol making a formal, 
: 5 : a 

reoula and final judemye nt of each clam In these circumstances, 


with the program proving to be of far greater magnitude than was 
miticipated, ib seems imperative that ome method be provided for 


mor expeditious processing otf the smaller claims, 1 least The 
me thod 1 est ‘| by the Attorney General. and Incorporated inh the 
provisions of this bill, will permit, at the claimants’ option, a speedy 
method of disposing f most, if not all, of the 13,915 claims which have 
heen filed in amounts not exceeding $2,500, and presumably some of 
the 3.909 claims filed in amounts between $2,500 and val i 


Kun her ¢ xplanation of the proposed bill is contained int the lt tter of 
t | Deputy Attorne) General, Mr. Peyton Ford dated \Larch YI 
I iddressed ti Hon. Pat Met ‘arran, chairman of the committee, 
Which IS app a ar hereto and made a part ol e report Additional 
information pertinent to this bill is contained in House Report No. 


196, Eiehtv-second Congress, first session 1951 
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claimants’ option, : t lisposing of at 
which have bee 1 i unt xceeding $2,500 
ot the 3,909 CLAIM ile lh &! nts between $2,500 and 


the Department of Justice to date has been that the average 
already adjudicated has been slightly less than half of the 
Chis figure, however, is misleading because mue F the reduce 


t has been due to the claiming of 1 able items such as 


proscribed by section 2 of the act. Also, as is freq ‘ntlv obvious 
form itself, and which would be fullv disclosed by the claimant’s 
required as part of the procedure under the proposed amendment, 
of claimed loss has sometimes been based on an erroneous 
placement cost, rather than the value of the property at the time 
Accordingly, it is believed that if, as is proposed in the draft 


imited to awards not exceeding three-fourths 


reimbursable items of claim or $2,500, whichever 
afforded Many compromise set 
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